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doing an RFP because that means the guys with the 

big bucks are the ones who are going to get the 

permits to do the business. Again, that's not the 

best practice for everybody. 

Now, whatever our final ordinance is, not 

everybody's going to be happy. I'm sorry, but 

unfortunately we cannot please everybody. We'll 

try, but there are going to �b�~� some unhappy campers. 

And I just hope that everybody realizes that the 

final ordinance that does come out is not to pick on 

any individual or any organization. It's just that 

we're trying to keep the most people happy as it 

goes. All right. 

The key thing and the most common 

complaint of this whole thing is -- has been brought 

up, one, is appeals. That's one good thing about 

the new ordinance, is there the appeal process. 

That puts it back in Chapter 13 and Chapter 13 has 

an appeal process, so that's a good thing. The 

other one is enforcement. 

Now, we're not going to get to really talk 

about fees. I'll bring up some fees and -- I guess 

because fees are going to do with the Budget 

Committee and stuff, so we're not going to -- I 

don't really want to discuss fees right now, but I 
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will make some comments and I'll make those same 

comments when we have to go in front of the Budget 

Committee. But if everybody says there's 

approximately 200 illegal people out there not doing 

their -- or operating without permits t even if we 

charge everybody $250 per permit, one time, give 

them run of the CountYt that's not going to cover 

the enforcement costs if we're going to do it right. 

Enforcement has been the number one complaint 

for the last I forget how many years t okay. So fees 

may not be able to cover the enforcement t but 

enforcement t if to make this work t however it 

ends UPt if the Parks Department are expected to 

take over this ocean recreation t we need to have the 

resources t the funding to have the proper number of 

staff to do the ~nforcement. 

Now t we talked about a revolving fundt well t 

I don't think the current fee structure is going to 

pay -- well~ first of ~llt if we were to take this 

ordinance over by -- I think Keith wants it over --

wants us to take it over next weekt we do not have a 

revolving fund to pay for the enforcement, so who's 

going to enforce it without money? That's the issue 

I have. So if we're going to do -- make this 

effective t then we may have to -- we'll probably 
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have to go in front of the Budget Committee and have 

the minimum EjPs funded along with the monies for r, 

you know r salaries and the equipment and materials 

that are needed to provide that. Because that 

revolving fund does not exist and I -- so I'm doing 

my calculations~ 250 times 200 r it's not going to 

make enough. I'll tell you that right now. You're 

going to be about 200 r OOO short r okay. 

We're talking about fines going back into 

this revolving fundr well r from my understanding r 

and maybe Mr. Kushi can tell me differentlYr if the 

Police Department issues the flnes r it goes to the 

State and not to the County. So we're not going to 

pay -- so we have to find another way how we're 

going to enforce the fees without it being --

without the State being involved r because it's going 

to go back to the Stater just like your parking 

tickets. 

Talking about fees r right now r if I'm not 

mistaken r we just found out what City and County of 

Honolulu charges for theirs r it's $900 for the year. 

That's a little less than $3 a daYr okay. Now r if 

Mr. Nishiki wants to have a pirthday party down at 

Kalama Park for one of the granddaughters r it's $25 

a day and he's not charging. And I have a hard 
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time -- and I understand the concerns of the vendors 

at the fees. $3 a day, I don't know. That's kind 

of hard to believe that nobody can afford $3 a day. 

I can see.if it was $400 a day under Type 5, 

but that's not my decision. I'm just bringing that 

up just to let everybody know that a taxpayer who 

wants to have a birthday party at Kalama Park is 

going to have to pay $25. Doesn't matter if they 

have that park for ten minutes, all day, two hours. 

It's still 25 bucks. Now, if I was charging the 

vendors 25 bucks a day, we would have more than 

enough money for our enforcement, okay. So I just 

.want to bring that up, but we're not here. to discuss 

fees today for the simple fact that that's under a 

Budget Committee meeting. 

I also have a problem with the 5 percent as 

stated in this ordinance, and the reason for that, 

same thing, Wayne Nishiki's going to have two 

parties the same day, two different grandkids, and 

let's say he goes to Baldwin Park and he's going to 

have Kalama Park at the same time. He's going to 

get the first park at $25, and guess what, gang. He 

ain't going to get the second park for 5 percent of 

that fee. What is it, $5 dollars? Correct my math, 

whatever it is. He's going to pay $25 for the one 
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the park, and guess what he's going to pay for the 

other park. $25 dollars, okay. 

And I'm not here to make everybody broke or 

anything, but what I'm trying to explain is we as a 

Department and we as -- and the County Council has 

an obligation to the taxpayers too. I know the 

vendors are all taxpayers, but remember when· you're 

making money using the County facil~ty, you have to 

be very careful, because some people and Mr. Puu may 

agree with me, when they have a fund~raiser for a 

non-profit group, and it's in our facilities, and 

the reason why they're having the fund-raiser, a 

non-profit group, is because there's not enough 

money for them to get any of the grants from the 

County or they're trying not to get mdney from the 

County to operate, they pay as high as four or 500 

dollars a day just so they don't ask the County for 

grant monies. 

So that's one of the reasons why -- I know 

the fees are the issue for everybody, but when we 

decide on what the fees are, we've got to figure out 

what's the most equitable for everybody, for the 

vendors and, you know, our local residents, and 

that's what's important. 

Let's see, as far as the Department taking it -
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over, we would like to see a few things happen 

before this ordinance comes over to 5.24. Basically 

it would be to allow us time -- if it gets passed 

through this Committee and Committee of the Whole, 

we want to still have some time to administer the 

administrative rules before they go into effect. 

And the other thing before we even take or consider 

taking it over, we need to have the capabilities to 

do the enforcement. We're talking about a minimum 

of four E/Ps. Somebody going into each of the 

districts and the fourth person -- and I think we 

need more people going into each of the districts, 

but the fourth person would be the person who has to 

handle the permits. 

Having a person dedicated just to doing ocean 

recreation permits is a key to the enforcement of 

this whole thing, okay. That person would be able 

to dedicate full time to issuing permits, dedicate 

full time that all the requirements are met, and be 

able to work with the various enforcement people, be 

it Police Department, be it park rangers, be it 

employees, whatever, know who and who does not have 

the permits, okay. It makes it a lot easier, make 

it a lot faster. Then we would have the proper 

documentation as far as when -- if there's any 
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problems with revocation, we can deal with just one 

person to do that. 

Now, right now the current ordinance says we 

have 20 days. If we went into effect tomorrow, 

there's no way with our current staff being 

overworked issuing permits for everything that's 

going on in our Department -- and you remember our 

permitting staff has not increased over the last ten 

years, but I think the number of facilities and 

parks have probably multiplied by threefold. 

So if you're expecting us to follow what 

the -- currently without the -- that's why I'm 

saying probably the enfOrcement, it would be a 

clerk, if we were to take it over tomorrow, there's 

no way we would be able to meet those deadlines as 

far as denying or issuing permit, because we would 

not have time, either that or I would have to pay 

somebody overtime, and again, that would be coming 

out of operation budget. 

And the other. thing is that, you know, like 

we said, we're talking about everything going into 

the revolving fund, that has to be a must to be able 

to have that work or it becomes a -- goes back in 

the general, but if we were to take it over 

tomorrow, there is no revolving fund. All the fees 
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that have been collected have ,been put in the 

General Fund r so if we were to take -- so my 

other -- our other condition r the Department r if we 

were to take over this permitr we would like to have 

the funding for the four E/Ps to do the enforcement. 

Without the enforcement or without the capabilities 

to do the enforcement r then my recommendation would 

be to go back to Type 5s. 

CHAIR JOHNSON:' Is there anything further r Mr. Buck? 

Seeing no further comments from our staff. Do you 

have ariything to offer r Mr. Kushi r or would you 

prefer that when we start going to the bill 

through the bill that you answer questions then? 

MR. KUSHI: Yes r brieflYr Madam Chair r I premise this 

proposal 'before you with three fundamental concerns r 

and -- even before that r I guess an apology's in 

order because obviously time was of the essence to 

produce this draft. We've worked very hard with 

your Council Services Staff r as well as Mr. Rapacz 

from the OTC r who was very helpful. We obviously 

didn't touch bases as well as we needed to with the 

Department of Parks r but we needed to get something 

before this body. We obviously didn't touch bases 

with the Department of Police r which I understand 

their concerns r and if they get more heavily 
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1 involved in this, I would then recommend that they 

2 take this over. 

3 But again, that being said, we've 

4 approached -- my office has approached this 

5 ordinance with three basic concerns. One, that 

6 there's no legal right to use public property for 

7 private profit. Two, the County has no jurisdiction 

8 considering activities in the ocean. And three, the 

9 Department as well as the County in general, we 

10 believe the prime duty and obligation to maintain, 

11 operate County parks is for the general public's use 

12 and benefit. That being said, we tried our best to 

13~ incorporate the con~erns of the public with these 

14 vendors, which they've been using our parks since 

15 1980s somehow. So that's how we approached it, 

16 Madam Chair. 

17 CHAIR JOHNSON: I really appreciate that, and I want to 
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let Staff -- also Tamara Koller worked diligently on 

trying to get something before you and I know 

Mr. Rapacz and also members of the ocean recreation 

group have worked on this, so it was with a lot of 

input from a lot of people. 

What I'd like to do at this point is allow 

people to ask questions of the various resource 

people that we have here, but I'm going to ask you, 
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1 would you prefer as we go through the bill, would 

2 you prefer that we go through the bill in the matrix 

3 format and try to go through it? We can have 

4 Staff -- actually Tamara can assist us in going 

5 through this -- or are there other questions that 

6 you would like to ask and determine before we go 

7 through this draft matrix? I'll leave it up to 

8 Committee members. Are there any preferences? 

9 Councilmember Tavares. 

10 COUNCILMEMBER TAVARES: Yeah, I think the matrix is easier 

11 to follow, as long as what you have underlined 

12 well, actually, everything looks like it's 

13 underlined in the definitions, but they do appear in 

14 the matrix as the third column, am I correct in that 

15 assumption? 

16 CHAIR JOHNSON: Yes. So would you like to go through the 

17 matrix, then, do that first? 

18 COUNCILMEMBER TAVARES: I think so, because, you know, 

19 like in the -- in the ordinance -- proposed 

20 ordinance, you have things, you know, in the 

21 Ramseyered form because they have to be because 

22 they're different from whatever. 

23 CHAIR JOHNSON: Right. 

24 COUNCILMEMBER TAVARES: But in the matrix you have only 

25 the ones that we changed since the last or whatever 
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1 time we talked about it. So I think the matrix will 

2 be easier fbr us. 

3 CHAIR JOHNSON: Okay. Tamara/ would you like to go 

4 through the matrix/ then? Would it be easier for 

5 you to do it or do you want Mr. Kushi to do that? 

6 MS. KOLLER: No / that's fine. I'll need Mr. Kushi' shelp 
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in some of the areas to explain. Just for preface/ 

the matrix has on the left side the current 

ordinance/ the 5.24. The middle 13.04 was the 

original draft bill that we had at our last 

Committee meeting/ and then we have gone through 

some different versions/ but the version that you're 

looking at today is 2C/ and this is the one that was 

a result of meetings between Parks and the Ocean 

Tourism Coalition/ Mr. Kushi's review/ and with the 

OTC's Mr. John Rapacz/ who worked with the OTC. 

We did send out copies to the other areas/ 

but because some of this was very late/ like we even 

got the final version late this morning/ what I did 

on the -- the actual/ just the difference between 

the draft bill and the matrix/ because the 

definitions are new to the chapter and the chapter 
, 

has other definitions/ they -- that's shown as 

underlined because it's a new -- new definitions 

that's going to go into Chapter 13.04. The new 

RALPH ROSENBERG COURT REPORTERS/ INC. 
(808) 524-2090 



PA 7/31/03 88 

1 article is not underlined in the draft bill because 

2 that whole article is new, and that's in the format 

3 of how the legislation would be prepared. 

4 When you look at column 3 on the matrix, the 

5 underlined part are those sections that changed from 

6 the original draft bill. For example, when we go 

7 into the County Beach Park, that whol.e area pretty 

8 much changed, and I think what Councilmember Johnson 

9 was wanting is if we could go through each section. 

10 And so if we look at the County Beach Park, if 

11 there's questions on the definitions or if there are 

12 changes that members would like to have made. 

13 CHAIR JOHNSON: That's the way I'd like to proceed, if 

14 possible. Councilmember Tavares. 

15 COUNCILMEMBER TAVARES: Okay, if we're going to start with 

16 
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that County beach park definition, then that's what 

I will ask. If you look at the layout of Chapter 13 

or title -- yeah, Chapter 13.04, if we change or add 

this definition County Beach Park into the 

definitions in 020 -- okay, there's no definition 

now, right? Then you have the exception. Except 

the following, and it lists a bunch of County beach 

parks. So I think there has to be a distinction 

somewhere that for the purposes of ocean permits, 

the following are exempt. Because if not, it looks 
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1 like we're going to exempt our definition of County 

2 Beach Park to exclude these beaches which are County 

3 beach parks, because we don't -- we're not writing a 

4 separate article that has to do just with these 

5 ocean permits. That part I would caution us on the 

6 definition of the park. 

7 CHAIR JOHNSON: Right. Mr. Kushi. 

8 MR. KUSHI: Good point. Correct. We can put in something 

9 to say "for the purposes of Article 10," whatever 

10 number we're going to have it. 

11 COUNCILMEMBER TAVARES: Okay, that would handle it. Thank 

12 you. 

13 CHAIR JOHNSON: Very good comment. Are there any other 

14 comments about this particular section? 

15 Councilmember Nishiki. 

16 COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Yeah. For the Corporation 

17 Counsel, now that we've eliminated the rest of the 

18 parks, what is the impact? What does this do now? 

19 Those that are listed will not be allowed to have 

20 commercial activities? 

21 MR. KUSHI: That's the intent. 

22 COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: will not be. 

23 MR. KUSHI: Correct, no permits will be issued for those 

24 parks. 

25 COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Okay, and, Madam Chairman, when --
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1 when do! you wish -- if we want to add parks in 

2 there, when do you wish to have these concerns 

3 raised? 

4 CHAIR JOHNSON: Well, you can add them at any time. I 

5 mean, if we're discussing this section, I certainly 

6 think if you have something that you believe should' 

7 be 'added into this area, then it should be discussed 

8 now and then we can hear the comments of the Parks 

9 Department. 

10 COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Yeah. And I guess -- only because 

11 I'd like to see Launiupoko and the Puamana added in 

12 there and not allow commercial activities in those 

13 two parks, okay? Then, finally, the -- Tamara 

14 raised some questions -- that works for the County, 

15 excuse me -- about carrying capacity. Is that what 

16 we're going to do in regards to the others that 

17 we're going to allow commercial activities to occur? 

18 I guess my question is when do you see these 

19 carrying capacity studies being completed? Because 

20 I see other parks that I perhaps want to see no 

21 commercial activity. 

22 MR. BUCK: I think we -- I think we discussed this as far 

23 

24 

25 

as Launiupoko and everything else. We do know t,hat 

we currently have a restriction on Saturdays and 

Sundays and weekends, and it was felt that maybe 
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1 that should go into administrative rules. As we 

2 start doing the capacities of some of the parks 

3 where we find that we need to restrict the parksr 

4 then we would probably add those parks as far as 

5 administrative rules. 

6 COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Yeah r and I guess because 

7 Charmaine brought uPr you know r for some of the 

8 parks it's no brainers r and those two are the ones 

9 that I foresee are no brainers and I would hope that 

10 the Committee members would include those two that 

11 were mentioned. 

12 CHAIR JOHNSON: Okay .. Is there any other input on these 

13 particular -- this particular section? 

14 COUNCILMEMBER PONTANILLA: Just one. 

15 CHAIR JOHNSON: Yes r Mr. Pontanilla. 

16 

17 

18 

19 
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25 

COUNCILMEMBER PONTANILLA: Thank your Chair. I'm glad 

that the people from the Parks Department came over 

and testified on the various parks. It gives us a 

clearer picture as far as how many people are using 

the Parks. And I had a question on Launiupoko in my 

mind and Puamana also. When I travel to Lahaina I 

see those parksr you know r really congested, not all 

on weekdaysr but especially weekends and I don't 

know how the local families get in there to utilize 

the Parks. 
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1 COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: They don't. 

2 COUNCILMEMBER PONTANILLA: Without the testimony from the 

3 supervisors r you know r I really wouldn't have known. 

4 Thank your Chair. 

5 CHAIR JOHNSON: Is it the inclination r then r of this 

6 Committee that you want to add those parks in or do 

7 you want that to be addressed under administrative 

8 rules? Councilmember Tavares. 

9 COUNCILMEMBER TAVARES: Yeahr Madam Chair r if we're going 
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to leave it in administrative rules r then they 

should all be in administrative rules r but you 

look -- it looks like r you know r we should decide 

now if we're going to put these into the ordinance r 

naming the beach parks where it will ber you know r 

disallowed. And if we're going to-- you know r I 

guess that's the first decision we should make. Are 

we going to name them now or let the administrative 

rules take care of it? I actually would favor us 

naming it now r because I think in the administrative 

rule process it really puts a lot of pressure on the 

Parks Department who will be conducting the hearings 

for the administrative rules to be in a legislative 

moder and that's our responsibility. So I think 

that if they're the hard decisions like this r we 

should be responsible for making it. SOr I meanr 
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1 I'm telling you to make a choice and I'm telling you 

2 . what I want, but basically I think that's what 

3 should happen. 

4 CHAIR JOHNSON: Councilmember Carroll, you've been sitting 

5 down there very quietly. Do you have any,preference 

6 whether we include it here or leave it for admin 

7 rules? 

8 VICE-CHAIR CARROLL: The decision should be the 

9 Committee's. 

10 CHAIR JOHNSON: Okay. All right. Now back to 

11 Councilmember Tavares. 

12 COUNCILMEMBER TAVARES: Okay. I guess hearing that I will 

13 make a motion. I move to amend the definition under 

14 County Beach Park to include Launiupoko Beach Park 

15 and Puamana Beach Park. 

16 CHAIR JOHNSON: Okay. Is there a second? 

17 VICE-CHAIR CARROLL: Second. 

18 CHAIR JOHNSON: And there's a second to that motion. Keep 

19 
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in mind that whenever we close off a park for a 

particular use, it's going to put increasing burdens 

on the parks that remain. So that's my only concern 

about including Launiupoko and Puamana in there. 

Bec::;ause there's different times when I've seen many 

of the local people are not down there. It might be 

appropriate timing-wise to maybe allow the 

RALPH,ROSENBERG COURT REPORTERS, INC. 
(808) 524-2090 



PA 7/31/03 94 

1 Administration to do some limits on when certain 

2 hours could be included, managing it. My concern is 

3 just that, though, that when you move people or stop 

4 people from coming to one area, they're going to 

5 move to another area. So I have -- that's my only 

6 concern, that just from a practical standpoint 

7 that -- I'm not going to tell you guys what to do, 

8 because I'd rather have this be a decision of the 

9 Committee. If that's what you want to do, I will go 

10 along with the will of the Committee, but that is my 

11 biggest concern right now. 

12 COUNCILMEMBER TAVARES: Madam Chair. 

13 CHAIR JOHNSON: Yes. 

14 COUNCILMEMBER TAVARES: What I see in the list of excluded 

15 parks does not include any park in West Maui. 

16 CHAIR JOHNSON: Uh-huh. 

17 COUNCILMEMBER TAVARES: And I believe that there should be 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

parks in West Maui that are exclusively for the 

non-commercial use. We're only talking about County 

beach parks. There are areas all along the coast 

there that are accessible that some of these 

activities can take place of that are not under the 

jurisdiction of the County of Maui. I am basing my 

amendment on what we've,been hearing today and 

prior, and I put a lot of stock in what the people 
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1 from the Parks Department say. They handle it on a 

2 day-in-and-day-out basis. 

3 Now, if the -- if the idea is to say if we 

4 want to leave Launiupoko and Puamana in here and let 

5 the administrative rules determine how much is going 

6 to be in there -- you know, if we go to like we did 

7 for some other stuff and say, okay, you can have one 

8 school at anyone tlme with a maximum of six people, 

9 then maybe we're talking about something different, 

10 but 1-- I believe -..;. Mr. ;Buck I think put it very 

11 nicely. We're not here to guarantee that commercial 

12 operations can survive with County beach parks or 

13 depend on County beach ~arks to survive. How much 

14 does it cost a dive boat to berth at a State harbor, 

15 a slip? How much does that cost? 

16 CHAIR JOHNSON: A lot. It's a great deal, I know. 

17 COUNCILMEMBER TAVARES: It's a great deal. So do we want 

18 

19 

20 

21 
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to treat it the same? You want to park a car in a 

County parking lot, it's like berthing a boat in a 

State harbor. Do we want to look at. that kind of 

cost? I don't think we'd have any problem paying 

for enforcement if we used that figure. So, you 

know, I think that we're on the right track,' and if 

that carrying capacity study that's being conducted 

by the Parks Department will ensure that they're 
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1 going to be very, very mindful that you want to 

2 coexist with these commercial operations -- and I 

3 have nothing against the commercial operations. I 

4 think that's fine. They are providing a service for 

5 both our residents and visitors. But if we can 

6 coexist, you know, that's okay. 

7 If you'd like me to, you know, withdraw the 

8 motion, I will, and let us wait to see what. the 

9 Parks Department comes up with, that's fine. 

10 Because we can always come back and revise this, 

11 amend this if it doesn't work out in West Maui. I'm 

12 just concerned that there's no single park in West 

13 Maui that's identified. 

14 CHAIR JOHNSON: And I guess if I were to have my choice of 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

the two parks, it would probably be that we 

eliminate Puamana because it's so tiny. That -- if 

we're going to pick and choose between the two and 

eliminate one from the West Maui district, I would 

say go to Puamana Park, because that is an area 

that's it's just jammed continuously and it's too 

tiny and that's the one area where I hear a lot of 

local people go, to Puamana. 

I will do what the Committee wants me to do, 

because that's my job as Chair, is to carry out the 

will of the Committee and do what's agreeable. 
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1 just wanted to express my concerns, though, about 

2 eliminating two parks and then having to deal with 

3 all of the fallout later when they show up at 505 

4 Front or, you know, some of the other areas or they 

5 go into an area that is not regulated by anybody, 

6 and then they start creating impacts in that area 

7 and then we have absolutely no means of enforcing at 

8 all. Mr. Carroll. 

9 VICE-CHAIR CARROLL: Thank you, Chair. I realize there's 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

probably no way to make everyone happy here. 

However, 'after hearing the vendors and the public, I 

think everybody realizes by now that there are 

certain places that we need to make sure that the 

public has access on an ongoing basis. Our first 

concern is the public, and then we do everything we 

can do to accommodate the vendors who also have a 

very important role in our Maui's economy. But by 

setting aside these two parks over there, I think 

it's actually helping the vendors. There are a lot 

of other places, like we said, they can go. 

And to think that the County is the only one 

that needs to worry about the beach access and the 

people, vendors and the public using all the 

beaches, it's not realistic. I mean, the State ~nd 

all these other beaches that are available, we don't 
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1 have control over that, but that doesn't mean that 

2 we should just give up and open up all ours because 

3 we don't have that control. The people that are in 

4 control of that need to exercise it. 

5 But I'm in favor -- I seconded the motion and 

6 I would like to see it go before the full Council, 

7 and I think we owe that to our people. 

8 CHAIR JOHNSON: That's why the Chair is willing to allow 

9 it to go before the full Council, because I think 

10 that, you know, while there's -- and we don't have a 

11 full Committee here today. Mr. Molina is missing. 

12 But I would also like to have an opportunity -- I 

13 don't know. Do you have any comment on the 

14 discussion, Mr. Buck, or any preference one way or 

15 the other? 

16 MR. BUCK: If we have to go out on administrative rules as 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

far as the restriction, we don't have any problems 

with that. It will just make us look like the bad 
, 

guys if we have to make restrictions, but I think it 

would make a little bit more flexibility when we do 

the impact studies and we find a lot of problem 

areas, that ~he administrative rules could be --

~ddress those in a more timely manner and then we 

probably would have to go back later based on the 

administrative rules to make additional 
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1 restrictions r but we don't have any problems if that 

2 was part of the administrative rules. 

3 CHAIR JOHNSON: Okay. So basically what you're sayingr 

4 thoughr is that should we or should we not in your 

5 opinion include these two parks in there r or would 

6 you prefer to deal with it in administrative rules 

7 and then come back to the Council? 

8 MR. BUCK: We'll deal with ,it in administrative rules. 

9 CHAIR JOHNSON: Having heard that Councilmember 

10 Pontanilla. 

11 COUNCILMEMBER PONTANILLA: Thank your Chair. Understand 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

that the Parks Department hadn't had a chance to be 

involved in the draft of this ordinance r I would 

suggest that in this new definition in regards to 

parksr beach parksr tha~ they take a look at the 

definition r and hearing your concerns in regards to 

Launiupoko Park r the possibility of setting time 

limits r meaning Monday to Friday except for holidays 

and weekends r setting time limits so that the 

vendors can at least utilize that park to -- to 

remove the safety aspects that you mentioned. Not 

so much Puamana park. That park is always congested 

every day. My suggestion is that to give the Parks 

Department time to analyze the Parks that we're 

saying that -- you know r the exceptions on the parks 
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1 and the ones that the vendors can utilize. 

2 CHAIR JOHNSON: Okay, so having heard that -- Mr. Nishiki. 

3 COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKT: Yeah. I really differ. I think 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

that you -- you took away -- you're giving all the 

rest of these parks for the vendors to go to, and, 

you know, you heard from the Corporation Counsel in 

regards to what the legal right is. You know, 

these -- the commercial people -- not against them. 

They've got all these other places. We've got 

there's no legal right that we need to protect them. 

Come on. Let's give some room for the people that 

live here to, you know, enjoy some of these parks 

that we created. 

I just -- you know, it's just not right, you 

know. We've got all these other parks that the 

vendors can use. We're giving them legal business 

areas to run their businesses for a small amount of 

money. What about the local people that have got 

to -- that are not running businesses? You know, 

I -- I see that adding these. two parks is very 

important today. It's a policy decision that I 

think that this Council should make based on, you 

know -- it's a no-brainer. That's all I can say, 

and I would hope that this Cpmmittee would put it on 

the list. 
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1 CHAIR JOHNSON: Right. A suggestion was just made that 

2 rather than -- because we're trying to look at the 

3 whole ordinance and get through the whole thing, and 

4 rather than voting on each section, get to the end 

5 of all of the explanations and then make whatever 

6 amendments we're going to do. That's one 

7 possibility of how we could do this. Or try to at 

8 least get consensus on the things that we can agree 

9 on and then come back to these sticking points later 

10 on. It's -- it's up to you as Committee members. 

11 Because I would like to try to get some kind of 

12 direction, and we've already been going since 1:30. 

13 So I would like to try to at least get through this. 

14 Now, if you wapt to take up this particular 

15 i.ssue at this time, it's fine with me. We can 

16 decide that now and then just proceed, though, on 

17 the rest of it so that we can at least just go 

18 through, discuss our concerns, and then at the end 

19 make whatever recommendations we're going 'to make 

20 and then vote, on the amendments. Are there any 

21 preferences? Councilmember Tavares. 

22 COUNCILMEMBER TAVARES: If that's your desire, Madam 

23 Chair, then that's fine with me. I'll withdraw the 

24 motion. 

25 CHAIR JOHNSON: Okay. Mr. Carroll, want to --
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1 VICE-CHAIR CARROLL: Since Ms. Tavares has withdrawn the 

2 motion and only she needs to withdraw, it's over. 
, 

3 CHAIR JOHNSON: Okay.' I just -- I wanted to make sure 

4 that we're going to proceed in a way that we can get 

5 through this whole thing. And then also I would 

6 like to acknowledge Mr. Glenn Correa, Director of 

7 Parks, who has joined us. 

8 COUNCILMEMBER TAVARES: Madam Chair. 

9 CHAIR JOHNSON: Yes. 

10 COUNCILMEMBER TAVARES: I think -- we're not going to get 

11 through this today, so in fact could we have just a 

12 two-minute recess? 

13 CHAIR JOHNSON: Absolutely. Two-minute recess. (Gavel) . 

14 RECESS: 4: 04 p.m. 

15 RECONVENE: 4: 11 p.m. 

16 CHAIR JOHNSON: (Gavel) The Parks and Agriculture 

17 meeting will come back to order. During this brief 

18 recess it's been determined that we will have the 

19 use of the Council chambers on Monday at 1:30 p.m., 

20 August 4th and we will have a quorum present. So at 

21 this point in time I would like to recess this 

22 meeting and it will be reconvened on Monday at 1:30 

23 p.m. on the 4th of August. So are there any 

24 objections or any questions? 

25 COUNCIL MEMBERS: No objections. 
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1 CHAIR JOHNSON: No objections. Anything further from 
j 

2 Staff? This way -- Councilmember Tavares. 

3 COUNCILMEMBER TAVARES: Yeah t Madam Chair t does that 'allow 

4 the Police Department to enumerate what their 

5 concerns were with the proposed bill so we can have 

6 everything in front of us for that Monday meeting? 

7 CHAIR JOHNSON: That -- that is one of the objectives for 

8 recessing the meeting t because there were concerns 

9 that they expressed that they wanted to review with 

10 Corporation Counsel and possibly with the Parks 

11 Department. So that's one of the reasons that it's 

12 really critical that if we can't resolve these 

13 issues t I don't want to put this off to a further 

14 timet because the clock is ticking and the problems 

15 are still there., 

16 So without further ado t this meeting stands 

17 in recess until MondaYt 1:30 t August 4th. Meeting 

18 recessed. 

19 RECESSED: 4: 13 p.m. 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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